Kosenko- David Wise's "^olehunt" 



5 / 25/92 

I've been reading this intermit gently , mea n i n g without continuity, and under what 
are not the best other circumstances, like having read most of it .Idle hospitalized 
for sleep apnea tests that repaired me to take a nap after a night's s&eep every two 
hours, aside from forming the belief that tlds is another of Wise's excellent books on 
intelligence for which, he had excellent sources and that for the use of others with serious 
interests his lack of notes presents a real problem, I've former the additional impressions 
that his sources steered him mor . than he realized and that this was made easier for them 
because he believes the official JFK assassination mythology of Osw -id as.; a lone-nut 
assassin. 

What surprises me is that to the point I've reached, half-way or a little more 
through Ids fine "AEFQKER02" chapter he makes no use of and reflects no jjiowleuge of 
the disclosed records that I have. n e might have had no way of knowing of the more 
recent releases that were available quite some time before he completed his writing. 

But he should have had knowledge of the FBI reports provider to the 'Warren Commission 
and available at the Nationa; archives that I used in 1975 in Dost mortem. 

In additon. his understanding and thus his writing, wefe influenced if not to a 
degree controlled by both his own prconceptions, baseless CIA propaganda and his lack of 
..now ledge of the released records, “e seeias to have accepted liSCA as definitive when 
it was quite the opposite on Kosenko itiid the CIA. 

r fo this point he reflects no knowledge of what coincides preisely with the CIA's 
change in its treatment of Kosenko from princely to abominable, its receipt of copies 
of these FBI reports given to the Commission. u e is not aware of the fact that the CIA's 
contrivance that the KGB sent Kosenko to disinform on the assassination becauwe all the 
FBI leaking had made the coming conclusions apparent to all who paid Attention to them. 

Xi e has not at least to this point reported that Oswald was in fact anti-IJBSR and anti- 
US Com unist, openly so in the USSR qnd in his writing. He has not reported that the 
KGB suspected that Oswald was a possible sleeper agent. Nor that the KGB had no need to 
interview Oswald because it learned all it wanted to know from the KGB intourist guide, 
who reported Oswald was flakey. an d that the MVD had interviewed Oswald. 

He seems to have known nothing of the immediate effort at u eneva, before the CiA 
brought Nosenko to the IB and as soon as he approached the CIA in 1904, to discredit 
Kosenko by a series of transparently invalid suspicions, none m ak ing sense on their face. 
(Which perhaps can be attributed to Bagley' s presence in Geneva, to which he appears to 
have been rushed, Peter Bagley, f. I believe he did not inter-view 

Nosenko, whoeh would have requires Uia approval. And he reflects no consideration of the 
possibility tliat the UI«. feared thus some of its own elements, past of current, might 
have been involved in th assassination, as David Phillips • told Kevin Walsh, that renegades. 
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perhaps no longer with the CIA, were involved. " ' ' , , 7 

aside from the fact that without question Golitsyn asserted considerable infikuence 
on the Ufa and its thinking, especially through the Anglet.onians, I regret that he was 
not able to think and ask questions based on the absolutely baseless Gin argyments tixat 
the USSR had some tiling over which it had a need to disinform, '^his includes why it took 
and persisted in this baseless but most basic position. 

I regret very much that with his sources and with his knowldge and skills he was not 
able to wonder why the; succession of obviously invalid suspicions about Kosenko’s alleged 
bona fides so immediately in Geneva. Or about the Cla's persistence in doubting Kosenko's 
bona fides, or at least expressing and pressing the ,£omtoission about them. Or why he 
did not wonder why the CIA pressed so hard on this that the Commission abidicated its 
responsibility to decide whether or not what Kosenko said should be creditied. It had this 
responsibility and it lost nothing if it, after hearing him, decided not to credit him. 
all of this is so abnormal it has to inspire real questions. 

While Wise may later get to some of this, to the point I've reached in r aiding, 
which I'll now have to suspend for a while, there is no indication of it and I do not 
want to forget so I'm now making these hasty notes. I do intend to xerox some pages and 
add them to the Hosenko file and I now think I'll make a subfile ox this book. 

Kote to self: d oes he later get into Gerald Ford's vigorous efforts to prevent the 
Commission * s even listening to Hosenko, expressed, really threatened as 0 recall in the 
executive session transcript I got via FOIA. Does he wonder who could have put Ford, up 
to that? Or if the FBI did. Ford having finked for DeLoach, why the FBI did? 

Did he have any way of knowing how long the FBI stonewalled me on this and continues 
to withhold? Or that the CIA itself made no response to my FOIA requests for Kosenko 
information going back to 1975? Or dmsxke does one not have to wonder why, especially 
given its record encapsulated above? 

I believe that to rational people, and do not assume that all other than the 
angletonians were not rational, Hosenko gave such information, informat uon of such 
value that there never was any legitimate reason for questioning his bon;-, fides. r i'he 
CIA's own HBOa tes imony, given by John L, Hart to HSCA, leaves tliis without any real 
question. The location of all those mebassy bugs was really enough. That is hardly 
" h trow -away ' ’ inf ormation . 

Later: Bagley was an gngietonian but not of his staff, was Counterintelligence for the 
uxa's Soviet "‘lvision. lie was also, clearly, a source for Wise. I’his raises questions 
about Cl* help for “art because Bagely risked great trouble in speaking to him about 
non-public matters was forbidden and could be punished. I believe that no matter what was 
in iiise s minu aoout Bagley, no matter how questioning and careful he intended to be, he 
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was influenced by Bagley s belief and thinking and tliis did color what he wrote. 

Wise's quotations from Hart's HSCii testimony convince me again that before publi- 
cation, they were modified to eliminate a few of the worse fates Bagley plotted for 
Nosenko. I an certain that I heard Hart say these included talcing Mm over the ocean in 
n airplane and dropping Mm into it. 

When "oia i'-iangold was just getting started on his book on Hngleion he phoned me from 
London mid asked my help. To be able to help Mu I among other thing- had Hart's testimony 
separate from the volumes, on xerox. I do not recall how I filed tliis and other data 
but checking can still be done by comparing the tapes of the broadcast, which ^ made, 
with the published version, dould be easier with xerox copy. 

Where wile refers to "Fedora," a Soviet at the TJU who reported to the FBI, he says 
accurately that tliis code name wa reported by Epstein in Ms "Legend," greatly influ- 
enced by angL-ton. \,Se >arate file under Epstein. ) Wise also says this; could have gotteb, 
along wixh win else up, stein reported, that this could have gotten Fedora killed. What 
Wise does not go into is who could have told E ] stein about J?edora and why. Olea -ly the 
prime suspect would be imgleton and the "why" is as clear, to get Mu killed by the UH.it 
iThat he was not can be taken as an indication that he was doing what the US.Ht wanted Mm 
to do.) 

I havi th _ n eo '.ion that Wise hastened tlirough. the IBOk material or used what an 
asoostaut, * L p * esearoher, copied out for Mm, becau e he has slight errors that 
indicate this, one is that he writes tliat toothpaste was taken awat from Hosenko when the 
Ola, determined to completely isolate Mm, did not permit Mm to n-.ad anything. It caught 
Mm reading the printing on the bax in wJiich toothpaste cones and was given to Mm. it the 
after removed the boxes before giving him the toothpaste, as I recall Hurt's testimony. 
Wise sys that -when the Oia caught Mm reading the printing on the tube, it thereafter 
denied Mm any toothpaste. For all that time? I doubt it. 

Wise as umes nd s y tliat th * CIa*s doubts about Hosenko were largely over Oswald. 

I doubt this very much, '■‘•'his also represents influence on him that Wise did not detect by 
those of the Cla who did speak to him. 




"Hr. liar tin" is the name of an obviously Russian who after phoning me a numb r of tires 
wanted to meet me but not here. He'd said he lived inv/heaton so when I had to be in 
Rockville and knew that in advance, when lie phoned and said he wanted to meet me I sug- 
gested the Mechinger chain hardware store on ^ungerford IDrive. When he asked how he'd 
recognise me I said I'd carry a copy of Photographic -hitewash that I’d just published, 
or then the last I'd published, be raet, dhopped together and went across the road to a fa 
foou place lor lunch, as we talked he grew more singly paranoid. His concentration was 
on convincing me that Kosenko was a bad one. How lie know of my interest in Kosenko I do 
kot k now. In retrospect only the ^chives knew. I suppose tho CIA could have or would 
have learned from it. lie wanted my book but said he had no money with him. I said he 
could send me a check. He never did. asked roe not to watch him as he got into his car 

from other than the Hechinger' s narking lot and although I saw where he was walking and 
could have spotted the car and ;otten the; license number, I kept ny word and did not. 

He was a chubby man who work a cloth, patterned hat. David Vise has an insert of postures 
bn unnumbered pages beginning- after 184. The first of these pictures is identified as Gol 
tsyn, age not given, before he defected, while the face seems familiar, I am confident 
that as the nan in that picture aged he would not have looked like "Hr. Martin' 1 did. 

There were reasons to suspect that Mr. Martin might be Golitsjm.Uot major reasons, 
mere indications. His middle initial is "M" and spookss use names they can find it easy 
to remember. Uolisyn's case agent in ritain was Arthur Martin. Infraoes he was known 
as "Marcel." But most of all I suspected he might be Golitsyn because of his raging 
paranoia and his intense hatred of Kosenko. 

■‘•‘one of the faces in this pictures insert suggest Hr. Maatin. 




